However, I have a few concerns related to the methodology being adopted and results being interpreted in this study.
First, the authors have written in the material and methods that "Consecutive thirty patients diagnosed or associated with hot iron branding lesions fulfilling the inclusion and exclusion criteria were included in the study." Time frame of the study is not mentioned, i.e., year and date. In how many days or months, all these 30 research participants were recruited by the authors? There is no mention of the "type of research and study design" by the authors. Is it a descriptive study of all 30 patients, wherein a cross-sectional design was adopted? Descriptive research is used to describe characteristics of a population or phenomenon being studied. In a cross-sectional study, the investigator measures the outcome and the exposures in the study participants at the same time. [2] The participants in a cross-sectional study are just selected based on the inclusion and exclusion criteria set for the study. This study is a cross-sectional study.
There is no mention of the place of study or the research setting. It is not clear to the readers that did these thirty patients landed up in the causality/emergency department of the hospital consecutively or in the skin OPD or the surgery OPD of the hospital or community health center of the hospital while they were recruited by the authors. Did all these thirty patients turn up in a single hospital or multiple hospitals? Nothing is clear about the settings. There is no mention by the authors that why the sample size was restricted to mere 30? How the sample size was calculated? What made the authors to restrict the sample to a size of 30 only? In the results, section no statistical tests are applied to infer the final results. The authenticity of the results of every research study depends largely on the accuracy of the statistical methods used by the authors. It would have been prudent rather ethical had the authors used any statistical test of significance to claim their results and then an association with the demographic variables could have been established using either t-test or Chi-square test. Merely displaying the "numbers" is unjustifiable and is not meaningful. The interpretation of Table 5 is not congruent with the figures or numbers shown in Table 5 . Figure  number 1 
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